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method is intellectual and not intuitive. Nietzsche made
use of the intuitive source in an incomparably greater
measure, and by so doing was able to free himself from
the purely intellectual in the shaping of his philosophical
ideas ; but he did this in such a way, and to such a degree,
that his intuitionism went far beyond the limits of a
-philosophical system, and led him to an artistic creation, i.e*
to something which, for the most part, is inaccessible to
philosophical criticism, I refer naturally to the Zarathustra,
and not to the collection of philosophical aphorisms, which
offer themselves in the first place to philosophical criticism
by very reason of their prevailingly intellectualistic
method. If, therefore, one may speak at all of an "in-
tuitive method," Nietzsche's Zarathustra has, In my
opinion, furnished the best example of it; moreover,
it has strikingly demonstrated the possibility of a non-
intellectualistic, though none the less philosophical com-
prehension of the problem. Schopenhauer and Hegel
appear to be the forerunners of the Nietzschean intuitionism,
the former on account of the feeling-intuition which lends
such a decisive colouring to his views, and the latter by
virtue of the conceptual-intuition underlying his whole
system. With these two fore-runners—if one may use
such an expression—intuition ranked below the intellect,
but with Nietzsche it ranked above it.
The opposition between the two * truths' demands a
pragmatic attitude, if one desires to do any sort of
justice to the other standpoint. Yet, indispensable though
the pragmatic method may be, it presupposes too great
a resignation, thus becoming almost unavoidably bound
up with a lack of creativeness. But the solution of the
conflict of the opposites can proceed neither from a
logico-intellectual compromise as in conceptualism, nor
from a pragmatic estimation of the practical value of
logically irreconcilable views, but simply and solely from

